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By LYLE DENNISTON ~ [statement as to why we felt we | Today marked the 15th ‘day 
a Star Staff Writer ‘would continue to publish” the |that the Times was barred, hy 
“The Justice Department has series. : . court order, from publishing un- 


ciaimed that the Christian Sci- Asked if he thought the corn-.Jrestricted stories about the Pen- 
Gace Monitor “cooperated” by ments to Travers amounted to |tagon papers. The Washington 
disclosing what it would publish seeking “prior clearance” from||Post, Boston Globe and St. Louis 
about secret Pentagen papers. + the government for the remain-'|Post-Dispatch are under similar 
The newspaper said it did not |ing stories, Foell said, ‘Definite- ,!court restrictions. . 
‘show officials anything. ly not.” Meanwhile, the Supreme Court 
: Jn a stalement yesterday, the He added: “I don't think we. gave no indication today when it! 
department announced there {would have submitted to any} would be ready to announce its’ 
would be no legal action against |prior clearance.” ' decision on the government’s 
the Monitor for a series it Since the government began Power to stop the Tirnes and 
“running on material it says is |1eca) challenses against newspa- Post from publishing their series 
: ; Oe Aaa Gal C NES & ‘ pa : i 
from segments of the 47-volume pers on dime 15 to stop theiy onthe Victnara archives, 
“Vietnam archives.” stories on seeret documents, i¢ .. Aldes said there was no word 
US. Alty. Herbert I. Travers ine repeatedly asked nowspa-: | froin the court to suggest that 
Jr., the statement said, “con- pers to disclose the docuraents {the decision would be announced 
jtacted the editorial staff of the they possess. ; later today, and they added, 
‘[Monitor and they cooperated by} Tis atlorneys have claimed in {there was some doubt it would 
disclosing fo him the nature of|court that they could not say [be released tomorrow, 
{the contents of the two remain-|exacily what the risk to national 
ing Installments they propesed security was from future publi- 
to publish.” 43 " “Jeation of stories because they 
After checking with the State |did not Imow which documents 
jand Defense Deparunents, the like newspapers had in their pos- 
Justice Department said, it was lsassion, 
determined that the materials! Monitor: Editor John 
upon which the Monitor’s further Hughes issued a statement yos- 
stories were based “are not torday to “categorically deny 
among those designated by the |that any of the material in the 
U.S. as potentially injurious to [possession of the Monitor, or 
the national defense,” and thus any portions of the storics that 
there would be ne court action. we are about to pubtish,..was| 
Karl Focll, the newspaper’s | shown or made’ available ‘in 
managing: editor, said ina tele- any way to the Justice Depart- 
(phone interview that editors had|}ment or any other federal of- 
only talked on the telephone with | ficals.” - 
Travers, and did not show him} Hughes said the Montitor had 


any parts of the stories planned||assured Travers that the re- ; a 
for publication today and tomor-|; maining sections of the seeret 
row. papers it would discuss in its: 


Foell protested that the Jus-|/slories “in no way threatened 
tice Department,did not mention |security.” ea es 
a request by ‘travers, rejected] ‘Thus, the editor said, there 
by the Monitor, that the newspa- | was no basis for suggesting — as 
|per stop publishing stories based | one published story had -~ that 
on the secret documents. “the Justice Department was in 

“After that plea was rejected,|any way privy to the contents of 
the managing editor said, the jthe upcoming instalinents,” 
U.S. attorney asked “how much| Earlier this month, one of the 
we intended to publish.” : ee involved in ae 

The reply, Foctt said, was ‘nojling the government’s logal 

nee se nae _jehallenge to the New York 

ieee sl iy = se tree oe Times series on the papers, U.S. . 
tences, describing the nature of | ryictrjot Judge Murray 1.’ Gur- ‘ 
the timing of the material in our | fein of New York City, suggested 
stories: the next one on Ho Chi|publicly that newspapers should 
Minh around 1945, and the last _. as an act of “simple patrio-, 
one on the history of U.S. in- tigin” ~ consult wilh the gov- 
volvement in Vietnam up orninent about scerct documents 
through 1949.” ithey had before publication. 

This description, the newspa- HOwere Gurfein did not re- 2 
| per execufive said, wasno more aure U0, ‘ay ee CRP 3 7 
than “ar RERQVEN,F OF el ASE: bac Ps: AcE 8 01314R000100270026-8 


pene en ener ne men es oe Tanna amnion anuthing 1 the government,’ 


